Google 



This is a digital copy of a book that was preserved for generations on Hbrary shelves before it was carefully scanned by Google as part of a project 

to make the world's books discoverable online. 

It has survived long enough for the copyright to expire and the book to enter the public domain. A public domain book is one that was never subject 

to copyright or whose legal copyright term has expired. Whether a book is in the public domain may vary country to country. Public domain books 

are our gateways to the past, representing a wealth of history, culture and knowledge that's often difficult to discover. 

Marks, notations and other maiginalia present in the original volume will appear in this file - a reminder of this book's long journey from the 

publisher to a library and finally to you. 

Usage guidelines 

Google is proud to partner with libraries to digitize public domain materials and make them widely accessible. Public domain books belong to the 
public and we are merely their custodians. Nevertheless, this work is expensive, so in order to keep providing this resource, we liave taken steps to 
prevent abuse by commercial parties, including placing technical restrictions on automated querying. 
We also ask that you: 

+ Make non-commercial use of the files We designed Google Book Search for use by individuals, and we request that you use these files for 
personal, non-commercial purposes. 

+ Refrain fivm automated querying Do not send automated queries of any sort to Google's system: If you are conducting research on machine 
translation, optical character recognition or other areas where access to a large amount of text is helpful, please contact us. We encourage the 
use of public domain materials for these purposes and may be able to help. 

+ Maintain attributionTht GoogXt "watermark" you see on each file is essential for informing people about this project and helping them find 
additional materials through Google Book Search. Please do not remove it. 

+ Keep it legal Whatever your use, remember that you are responsible for ensuring that what you are doing is legal. Do not assume that just 
because we believe a book is in the public domain for users in the United States, that the work is also in the public domain for users in other 
countries. Whether a book is still in copyright varies from country to country, and we can't offer guidance on whether any specific use of 
any specific book is allowed. Please do not assume that a book's appearance in Google Book Search means it can be used in any manner 
anywhere in the world. Copyright infringement liabili^ can be quite severe. 

About Google Book Search 

Google's mission is to organize the world's information and to make it universally accessible and useful. Google Book Search helps readers 
discover the world's books while helping authors and publishers reach new audiences. You can search through the full text of this book on the web 

at |http : //books . google . com/| 



^^HHH^^^r^* "^^H 


^^b'' 


■ 




Historical and Philosophical ^^| 




Society of Ohio ^H 




tfurntl 'friiWi, ri\-tifiU'. i>Al» ^^^^^^H 


^H 




^^^^^H 




.. 1 . , .., ^^^^^H 




< ' ^^^^^H 




^^^^^H 



Quarterly Publication of the His 

torical and Philosophical 

Society of Ohio 



Vol. XIII, 1918, No. 2 
APRIL- JUNE 



Selections from the Follett Papers, V 



CINCINNATI 

THE ABINGDON PRESS 



CONTENTS 



I. 

II. 

III. 

IV. 

V. 

VI. 

VII. 

VIII. 

IX. 

X. 

XI. 

XII. 

XIII. 

XIV. 

XV. 

XVI. 

XVII. 

XVIII. 

XIX. 

XX. 

XXI. 

XXII. 



Sep. 12. 1848, 
Apr. 30, 1850, 
May 3, 1852, 
Mar. 27, 1854, 
Apr. 25, 1854, 
Apr. 27, 1854, 
Apr. 28, 1854, 
May 1,1854, 
May 2, 1854, 
May 10, 1854, 
May 29, 1854, 
Dec. 24, 1854, 
Jan. 1. 1855, 
Jan. 27, 1855, 
Feb. 14, 1855, 
Feb. 23. 1855. 
Feb. 27. 1855, 
Mar. 23. 1855. 
Apr. 18. 1855. 
May 4. 1855. 
May 21. 1855. 
Sep. 3. 1855. 



XXIII. Oct. 17. 1855. 



Truman Smith to Oran Follett. 

Millard Fillmore to Oran Follett. 

Millard Fillmore to Oran Follett. 

Benjamin F. Wade to Oran Follett. 

Thomas Ewing to Aaron F. Perry. 

Oran Follett to Thomas Ewing. 

Thomas Ewing to Oran Follett. 

Oran Follett to Thomas Ewing. 

Thomas Ewing to Oran Follett. 

Salmon P. Chase to John Greiner. 

Joseph Medill to the Editors of Columbus Journal. 

Salmon P. Chase to Oran Follett. 

Salmon P. Chase to Oran Follett. 

Jospeh Medill to Oran Follett. 

Salmon P. Chase to Oran Follett. 

Salmon P. Chase to Oran Follett. 

Salmon P. Chase to Oran Follett. 

Salmon P. Chase to Oran Follett. 

Joseph Medill to Oran Follett. 

Salmon P. Chase to Oran Follett. 

Jacob Brinkerhoff to Oran Follett. 

Lewis D. Campbell to Editors of Ohio State Jour- 
nal. 

Lewis D. Campbell to Editors of Ohio State Jour- 
nal. 



XXIV. Dec. 20. 1856. Joseph Medill to Oran Follett. 



Additional selections from the Oran Follett Manuscripts 
are printed in the present issue of the Quarterly of the His- 
torical and Philosophical Society of Ohio, and like those letters 
published heretofore, treat of the political problems of the 
Nation and, more especially, of the political movements in 
Ohio during the period, ranging from 1830 to 1856. See Vols. 
V. No. 2; IX. No. 3; X, No. 1; XI, No. 1. 

L. B. Hamlin. 



Selections from the Follett Papers, V 



I. 

TRUMAN SMITHS TO ORAN FOLLETT.^ 

Washington City, Sept. 12th, 1848 
D*- Sir, 

I address you in behalf of the Whig Executive Committee 
of the two Houses of Congress. My object is to invite your 
particular attention to the importance of the approaching 
state & national elections in Ohio. I am satisfied that the 
south will do its part towards electing the nominee of the Phila- 
delphia Convention. I am convinced from information which 
I deem reliable that we shall win both Georgia & Louisiana, 
and perhaps some other slave states which did not vote for 
Mr. Clay^ in '44. But to make success certain you must carry 
Ohio in Nov[ember]. In Penn[sylvani]a & V[irgini]a our 
friends speak encouragingly but our hopes mainly cluster about 
the Buck-eye state. You must not disappoint us. Enter into 
no controversy with any on the subject of free soil, for con- 
troversy is what agitators desire. The assurance that the in- 
terests of the whole country will be safe in the hands of Gen [era]l 
Taylor* is enough for us. In conclusion I beg you and (thro' 
you) your friends to make thorough preparation for the great 
struggle in Nov [ember] in the belief that Ohio will in all proba- 
bility prove the great battle field of the present contest. Let 
me hear from you. 

With much respect 

I am truly your friend. 

"Elected to U. S. Cong. fr. Conn., 1839, 1841, 1845, 1847; to U. S. Sen. 
1849. He was very active in the Presidential campaign of 1848. See Quar. 
XI, No. /, p. 29. 

^For sketch of Follett see Quar. V, No. 2\ At this time editor of the Ohio 
State Journal. 

'Henry Clay. 

*Zachary Taylor, elected President of the U. S. 1848, died July 9, 1850. 

42 



II. 

MILLARD FILLMORE^ TO ORAN FOLLETT. 

Washington, April 30, 1850. 
O. FoIIett, Esq., 

Dr. Sir, 

Yours of the 24th came to hand this morning. . . . 
In answer to your query, I can only say that in this slavery 
matter Mr. Clay is not likely to act a subordinate part. He has 
introduced a plan* of settlement for himself, and now heads a 
committee of 13 for a compromise. I think there is a little 
personal feeling between him and the Pres[iden]t and there 
are enough to widen the breach. Mr. Webster^ also took ground 
independent of the Pres[iden]t's plan,' I think though that he 
is more disposed to harmonize. Mr. Seward* also had his own 
views — but Weed*, in the Journal, keeps up a constant advocacy 
of the president's plan, and eulogizes the president, and cabi- 
net,^® so that after all, S seems in better favor than 

Webster or Clay. 

I think there has been a systematic effort lately to attack 
the latter, which I much regret. For although I approve of 
the Pres[iden]t's plan, I do not think a difference of opinion on 
this subject should be a party test. 

*Millard Fillmore, elected V. Prest., 1848, became Prest. upon death of 
Taylor. 

'President Taylor's plan included California and New Mexico into the 
Union either as free or slaves States, leaving to the people of those proposed 
States the settlement of the question of slavery. Clay offered a compromise 
to admit California as a State; New Mexico and Utah as territories with 
slavery or without; Texas' claims to part of New Mexico to be purchased by 
U. S.; Slavery not abolished in the Dist. of Columbia but slave trade pro- 
hibited there; Cong, to have no powers over the interstate trade; and, the 
passage of a working fugitive slave law. See Rhodes* Hist, of U, S, Vol, 1, 
for account of Taylor* s Administration, 

^Daniel Webster, U. S. Sen. fr. Mass., 1850, but same year app. Sec. of 
State by Prest. Fillmore. 

•William H. Seward, U. S. Sen. fr. New York. 

•Editor of N. Y. Journal, Thurlow Weed. 

"Cabinet consisted of John M. Clayton of Del., Sec. of State; Thomas 
Ewing of Ohio, Sec. of Interior; Reverdy Johnson of Md., Attorney-Gen.; 
Jacob Collamer of Vt., Postmaster-Gen.; Wm. M. Meredith of Pa., Sec. of 
Treasury; George M. Crawford of Ga., Sec. of War; Wm. B. Preston of Va., 
Sec. of Navy. 
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I doubt not the senate will pass a bill admitting California, 
and organizing territorial governments for New Mexico and 
Utah, without the Wilmot^^ proviso. Whether such a bill can 
pass the house is doubtful; but many are sanguine that it will. 

I believe this explains all that I know which does not appear 
on the surface. 

Truly yours, 



III. 
MILLARD FILLMORE TO ORAN FOLLETT. 

Private Washington City, 

May 3rd 1852. 
O. Follett, Esq. 
My dear Sir, 

I have your favor of the 27th ult. and have perused it 
with a good deal of interest. I believe there were many here, 
who took the same view of the action of our Southern friends 
in the Whig caucus, which you have expressed. But the argu- 
ment of our Southern friends, in favor of the course they have 
pursued, is this — that it was necessary to do something to call 
the attention of the Southern Whigs to the true state of things 
in the Whig party; that it was apparent from what was seen 
here, that a very large majority of the Whig party of the North, 
and perhaps enough to control its action in the National Con- 
vention, were determined to leave the Compromise question 
open for future agitation, and, especially, so much of it as 
relates to the Fugitive Slave Law. This is also the desire of 
the Sesessionists of the South, for in this respect the Abolition- 
ists and the Secessionists go hand in hand. The Union men of 
the South, having taken their position upon the Compromise, 
as a whole, hope to maintain it, if they can be sustained by 
their brethren of the North; but if they cannot, they have no 
alternative but to submit to the dominant feeling of the South 
in favor of secession. They therefore wish, by this movement, 
to indicate to their friends in the South, the danger to which 

"David Wilmot's Slavery proviso, attached to the first War appropri- 
ation, 1845, that slavery should be forbidden in any soil purchased with the 
money appropriated. 
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they were likely to be exposed in the Convention, and thereby, 
if possible secure a delegation from every Southern State favor- 
able to the Compromise in the Convention, and by such means 
give confidence to the Union men of the North, in hopes of 
securing enough delegates from that quarter to either nominate 
a person openly and avowedly in favor of the Compromise, or 
to pass a resolution acquiescing in it as a measure of the Whig 
creed. They also profess to have had a further object, and 
that was, to have it distinctly understood, that without this 
they did not intend to unite in the support of any candidate 
that might be nominated in the Convention. This is a ques- 
tion of such vital importance to them that it will rise above all 
party considerations, and what may be the effect of it no one 
can foresee. They however, have become alarmed. They 
apprehend that the Abolition portion of the Whig Party at the 
North intend to evade this vital question, and select some 
man, who is not committed on the subject, who will neces- 
sarily fall into the hands of sectional men, and regardless of 
what may be his own individual views, be compelled to counte- 
nance the renewal of this slavery agitation. If these men felt 
that they had the power either to select a candidate or pre- 
scribe the platform they would doubtless pursue a very dif- 
ferent course; but they are looking to the contingency where a 
majority in the National Convention may array the whole 
Abolition feeling of the country against them, and they are 
preparing for such an emergency. The Democratic Party 
encounters the same difficulty in reference to the Compromise 
measures, not only from the Abolition feeling in their party at 
the North, but still more from the Secessionists belonging to 
their party in the South, and the chances are that their Con- 
vention will avoid any declaration on the subject of the Com- 
promise measures, and if the Whigs should do the same, the 
election will present the strange anomaly of the Secessionists 
of the South forcing a candidate upon the Democratic Party 
opposed to the Compromise, and the Abolitionists of the North 
forcing a similar candidate upon the Whig Party, and the 
whole tendency will be to stir up again this sectional strife 
between the North and the South. Such an event is deeply 
to be deplored, but time will soon determine whether it is not 
inevitable. One thing is clear — parties are in a false position, 
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but it is perhaps impossible to correct this evil at the ensuing 
election. 

Could the Whigs have been united, I think there was a reason- 
able hope of success, but from present appearances, if there is 
a reasonable unanimity, among the Democrats, I fear there is 
no ground of hope for the Whigs. My own apprehension is 
that the Whig Party will divide on Mason & Dixon's line, and 
if so, it is better that they should be beaten than to succeed, 
for, in my opinion, this Union can never stand the Adminis- 
tration of a President elected exclusively by the North or the 
South. I do not, however, trust myself to write on these sub- 
jects, but I have ventured to say thus much to you in confi- 
dence, that you may understand the motives which have 
operated upon our Southern friends. I believe, however, that 
they intend to be fully represented in the Convention, and I 
hope, almost against hope, that in some way or other its action 
may be made to harmonise and give satisfaction both to the 
North and the South. If this can be done by withdrawing my 
name from its consideration that will be done most cheerfully. 

I am your ob^ ser^ 



IV. 
BENJAMIN F. WADE" TO ORAN FOLLETT. 

Washington, March 27th, 1854. 
O. Follett, Esqr, 
Dear Sir, 

I have not now on hand a copy of the Constitution re- 
ferred to by you, but I will endeavor to procure one for you 
soon. And also the speeches to which you refer. Please accept 
my thanks for the kind manner in which you refer to my speech 
against the Nebraska abomination. That speech was made 
off hand, without premeditation. Mr. Chase had made an 
elaborate and able speech, and I had expected to delay until 

^-Senator Wade in letter of Mar. 5, 1856, to Follett, refers to his re- 
election to the Senate: "My election went off gloriously, but much better 
than I had any reason to expect, and all owing to the disinterested exertions 
of my friends, and to none more than to yourself and associates of the 
Journal . . ." 

46 



some other States were heard from but they were not prepared 
and so I was forced into the field to give time for the heavy 
guns to load, and my speech was published from the Reporters' 
notes without revision. I think I did better afterwards. All 
we want to bring the South to a sense of her duty is union 
among ourselves and a fearless bearing towards our blustering 
brothers of the South. When they find us firm and determined, 
depend upon it, they will yield. They know their own weak^ 
ness and dare not resist. It is all a game of bragg, in which 
they have always beaten us. I hope we of the north will drop 
all party contentions and make common cause against the 
arrogance of the south until we have humbled them. I believe 
there is much more in your suggestions than mere "abstractions,^* 
no doubt they are founded on sound constitutional principles, 
and will be acted on as soon as Freedom shall receive the same 
consideration and favor slavery now does. But I have not 
time to pursue this subject here. I rejoice at the spirit with 
which this last insult is met at the north. It really begins to 
look as though there was indeed yet to be a North as well as a 
South. God speed the time. 

Truly yours, 

V. 

THOMAS EWING" TO AARON F. PERRY." 

Lancaster, April 2Sth, 1854 
Dear Sir, 

I noticed an article in the State Journal of yesterday which 
could not have been well considered. It assumes the position 
that the provision of the Constitution of the United States 
which allows the slave population to bear the proportion of 
three fifths, to the free in the Congress of the United States 
does not apply to subsequently acquired territory. As for 
instance to the slave States in the Louisiana purchase. 

^Thomas Ewing had retired fr. U. S. Sen., 1851, and was practicing law 
in Ohio at this date. 

"Aaron Fyfe Perry, 1815-1893. Settled in Columbus, O. from Vermont, 
1837, where he took an active part in the campaigns of the Whig party; 
Mem. of State Legislature, 1847. He was a contributor to the Ohio State 
Journal. Lawyer, and in 1854 removed to Cincinnati where he was preeminent 
among the bar of that city. See Gr eve's Cent, Hist, of Cincinnati, V. 2, p. 234, 
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If that position could be sustained the effect would be that 
there would be no discrimination between slave and free in the 
representation from those States & instead of the slaves having 
no representation at all they must have a representation equal 
to as many freemen. But the States prescribe their own quali- 
fications for voters & slaves & colored persons in slave States 
would of course not be allowed to vote — the white men, their 
masters must vote for them. Thus instead of the master own- 
ing a hundred slaves — having ninety votes besides his own he 
will have a hundred — if the position assumed in the article 
referred to be sustained. 

I do not write for newspapers but understanding that you 
are interested in the Journal make this suggestion — for your- 
self solely. 

Very Respectfully 
A. F. Perrey, Esq 

Columbus, Ohio. 

VI. 
ORAN FOLLET TO THOMAS EWING. 

Columbus, April 27, 1854. 
D^ Sir, 

Mr. Perry has shown me your letter of the 2Sth, in relation 
to the article in the Journal of the 24th inst. If I found myself 
differing with you on a matter of Constitutional construction, 
I should without stopping to consider the matter very closely 
deem myself wrong, and abandon my opinion. I do not write 
therefore to justify, but to explain. 

During the discussion of the Annexation of Texas, the 
position was assumed by leading minds in opposition-^and 
among others by Mr. Adams," Mr. Gallatin," Mr. Kennedy," 
Mr. Choate," and several of less public prominence, that a 
foreign state could not be admitted into the Union (Mr. Gallatin 
said) ''without the unanimous consent of all the States in the 
Confederacy" &c; and others said, without making a new Con- 
stitution or amending the old one — varying the expression — 
but all making the same point. The old Constitution says new 
States may be admitted, and it defines the ratio of representa- 

**John Adams, Albert Gallatin, John P. Kennedy, & Rufus Choate. 
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tion, but the language necessarily applies to the territory then 
subject to its jurisdiction. Now the point I intended to raise 
was this: new territory has been acquired and new States have 
been erected out of it, with representation for slave property, 
counting slaves as persons as under the old rule. Supposing 
that by and by a new State should be demanded out of the 
territory of Texas or the territory not in any State but south 
of 36-30; I would meet the demand with the answer — you are 
in the Union in violation of the old organic law, and the pledge 
to give you representation for slaves has no guaranty beyond 
precedent and a law of Congress; now if you seek to violate the 
compact which excludes slavery north of 36-30, we will not be 
bound by former precedent or law; and by the law of might we 
will make a new rule and confine you to representation on the 
basis of the Free States. Here is room for an argument, and I 
contend it is not so abstract as the one in favour of non-inter- 
vention ; nor as monstrous as the declaration that new territory 
must be acquired to *Ve-inforce the powers of slavery as an 
element of political contol.** (vide the Richmond Enquirer) 

You will understand then that the object of the Journal 
article was to get up an issue which should have a constitu- 
tional basis — to meet the outrageous demands of the Slave 
power. Our backwoodsmen sometimes set up a back-fire to 
meet a pressing danger in front; I would do the same thing. 
And what is more, I would re-write the Constitution in this 
particular if the compromise^' of '20 should be repeated, and 
enforce it too by the rule that ''might makes right." I never 
was more serious in my life than in the determination to try and 
rouse public sentiment to the sticking point on this issue, if 
persistance is manifested in attempting a change in the present 
arrangement by which the character of all Territory "in rela- 
tion to Slavery is fixed by solemn legislation, amounting to 
compact between the North and the South. 

Hoping you will continue your friendly hints and advice on 
all matters pertaining to the conduct of the Journal, 

I am. Sir, very truly. 

Your obdt. Serv^., &c. 

^•Compromise admitting Missouri as a slave State but slavery forever 
prohibited in the remainder of the Louisiana Purchase lying north of 36-30, 
the southern boundary of the new State. 

49 



VII. 
THOMAS EWING TO ORAN FOLLETT. 

(Private) 

Lancaster April 28th 1854 
Dear Sir — 

I have yours of yesterday. You are entirely right in the 
suggestion that the constitution of the United States did not 
contemplate the extension of our Republic over any new terri- 
tory, & that Congress had no more right to acquire new terri- 
tory & annex it to the Union, than they would have had to re- 
linquish a portion of our actual territory. To make either 
valid required a Convention capable of modifying the organic 
Law. 

But this ground cannot now be taken, the question has 
been settled by usage, & it is a great misfortune that it is so. 
If a convention had been called for the annexation of Louisiana, 
according to the suggestion of Mr. Jefferson," it would have 
saved us from past misfortune & future dangers. We might 
have acquired new territory but under a precedent like that it 
would never have been done without the actual consent of the 
Nation. 

But we cannot undo what is done. The States west of the 
Mississippi as well as Florida, are in the union de facto as fully 
as any within the original territory, and there is no mode of 
questioning their status de Jure. And if in at all they are in 
with all the rights of the original States. 

If then we should refuse to recognise slavery in States out 
of the original territory we must at any rate recognise their 
population, and if we do not know slavery within them the 
whole population must be treated as free so that if we attempt 
to take them out of this provision of the Constitution the argu- 
ment at once gives them a full representation. But, if in for 
one purpose they are in for all — if a part of the Constitution 
extends over them so does the whole & we cannot therefore 
make a valid constitutional point on this ground. 

The effort on the part of those that oppose us will be to put 
us upon false ground where they will be able to meet us & beat 
us in the argument. It will be attempted to put us upon ex- 

• 

"Thomas Jefferson. 

50 



treme abolition grounds. That was the effort of Douglas^' 
in all his speeches & so of all the rest who mainly supported the 
Nebraska" Bill. And if there had not been ultra free soil 
notions extant against which they made that seem to be directed 
it never would have found favor for a moment anywhere, south 
or north. We know well the potency of that association even 
though falsely imputed, as was manifest in the case of those 
who opposed the opening of New Mexico & Utah to slavery 
the compromise of 1850. It therefore becomes in my judgment 
exceedingly important to keep this question entirely clear of 
any association beyond its strictly defined limits. It is capable 
of a complete & total severance from every other question. 
We have complete concurrence of public opinion on that ques- 
tion a^lone, but there is great danger if we involve it with other 
points even good in themselves, but not so completely good in 
general public estimation that we may be beaten after all. 

I have a strong desire that we should succeed in this contest, 
and avert this mischief. If the Bill should fail, as I think it 
will, we can still make a rallying point, on an apprehended 
future intent to pass it. If it pass we can rally upon an appeal 
& let us gain this post before we attempt further excursions. 
We shall be none the weaker for having united on this, and 
carried it. I know the southern tactics well, their union, their 
energy, and the various arts by which they make an impression 
upon our Northern Statesmen, and throu|;h them upon a por- 
tion of our people and hence I fear them even when they are 
wholly in the wrong, but let them have one point out of five 
& they will beat us almost uniformly & throwing all together 
beat us on the points on which we are right as well as that on 
which we are wrong. 

I am Very Respectfully Yours, 

* •Stephen Arnold Douglas. 

* 'Kansas- Nebraska Bill, 1854, providing that this territory be admitted 
into the Union "with or without slavery as their constitution may prescribe 
at the time." 
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VIII. 
ORAN FOLLETT TO THOMAS EWING. 

Columbus, May 1, 1854. 
D'^ Sir, 

I have yours of the 28th, received Saturday, and reply to 
it not to controvert your position in regard to the territory 
already included in States west of the Mississippi, &c, but to 
correct an error in mine of the 27th, committed in the hurry of 
writing. I said "supposing that a new State should be demanded 
out of the territory of Texas or the Territory not in any State 
but south of 36-30, I would meet the demand" &c. The posi- 
tion assumed in the article of the Journal which first attracted 
your attention, confined the application of the principle of 
non-representation of States, to Territory not yet organized into 
States^ and therefore excepting Texas, Florida, &c. There is 
no mode of questioning their status de jure; but why may we 
not rightfully say to a State about to be erected out of Terri- 
tory not included within the jurisdiction of the U. S. in 1789 — 
"The policy of the government at the time the Constitution was 
adopted was against the increase of slavery; and the compromise 
on that subject was confined by its terms to the old States and 
the territory ceded by them to the United States. There was 
nQ provision made in the compact of Union for the acquisition 
of Territory foreign to the U. S. at the time of its adoption. 
True, territory has been acquired and States have been erected, 
to some of which representation for slaves has been granted. 
But, by the municipal law creating Slavery, slaves are treated 
as property, and there is no provision in the Constitution for 
representation on a property basis. The allowance of a repre- 
sentation for slaves in States erected out of Territory acquired 
in defiance of the organic law is a double violation of the Con- 
stitution in its letter and in its spirit, and must be corrected. 
If you insist on Slavery, you must take it with the limitation 
simply of property in your Slaves" — &c. What is the corollary? 
If negroes within such State are reduced to slavery, they are 
property, not persons, and not entitled therefore to representa- 
tion. If they be not made chattels, they remain persons, and 
they may be counted in the representative basis, not otherwise. 

Shall it be conceded that precedent is stronger than the 
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written law? and must we give up the constitution to the 
caprices of the legislature? These are questions which will do 
us no harm at the North to raise. And I would raise them on 
some defensible point for the very purpose of getting rid of 
the Abolition taint. We would not seek to abolish Slavery; we 
would simply sink it to its municipal character; and when it 
will no longer confer political power, it will soon pass away. 
So I have thought. 

What is now the demand of the South? Why, that the 
Missouri compromise must be repeated that they may take 
their property into Nebraska on equal terms with the citizens 
of the Free States. The argument in the Journal was devised 
to meet this demand. If the compact of '20 be not abrogated 
the principle might still be applied to the Territory lying south 
of 36-30. And the question arises — ^a question of policy exclu- 
sively — ^whether it should not be urged as a substitute for the 
repeal issue. I appreciate what you say in regard to the tactics 
of the South. We have, in all collisions acted on the defensive. 
They push their demands forward whether for Texas or Cuba 
and then call for recruits from among our dough-faces to help 
carry them, always contriving to use the federal patronage as 
bounty-money. Why not change the relative position of 
parties, and for once put them on the defensive? 

I know the cry of abolitionism is potent; and I know that 
that address*^ of Chase, Sumner, Giddings, and Company, is- 
sued on the introduction of the Nebraska bill, came near swamp- 
ing us altogether. Nothing but a vigorous rally of priests, 
deacons and people has saved the compromise, if we may now 
consider it safe. 

There is a peculiarity of our Northern people which ought 
not to be overlooked. You cannot excite them on a pure ab- 
straction, as you can the Southerner. The genus Yankee is a 
great stickler for law and for legal rights; and this question of 
slave representation is one that would, I think, strike him as 
just the thing, embracing construction of the written law and 
defense of his legal rights. It might save him from abolitionism; 

"^Reference to paper "Appeal of the Independent Democrats in Congress 
to the People of the United States'*, written by S. P. Chase from a draft 
made by J. R. Giddings, with some verbal changes by Charles Sunmer and 
Gerrit Smith, in opposition to the passage of the Nebraska Bill. See Rhodes: 
Hist, of U, 5., V, i, p, 441-2, 
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and is there not great danger, manage this Missouri question 
as you will, of the whole North (by which I mean the Free 
States) running into free soil-ism or semi-abolitionism? I 
cannot see this subject, when confined in its application to 
Territory, in the exact light you view it. However, if the 
Missouri compromise repeal is to be dropped by the South, 
there can exist no pending necessity of setting up this back fire 
just now, and it may be impolitic to do it at any time. 

I remain. Sir, very truly. 
Your obdt. servt. 



IX. 
THOMAS EWING TO ORAN FOLLETT. 

Lancaster May 2nd '54 
Dear Sir 

I omitted to call your attention to the 3d clause 2nd Section 
of the 1st Article of the Constitution of the United States, which 
provides "That Representatives & direct taxes shall be appor- 
tioned among the several States which may be included within 
this Union according to their respective numbers, which shall 
be determined by adding to the whole number of free persons 
including those bound to service for a term of years, & exclud- 
ing Indians not taxed three fifths of all other persons." 

A State therefore which may come into the Union, must 
come in on an equal footing with the original States as regards 
representation. The Constitution may be violated in the ad- 
mission of States not entitled to admission under it, & it would 
be again violated if the State were admitted under any dif- 
ferent conditions than those contained in the above recited 
clause. So it seems to me, but let this pass. 

The fears which you express, that the matter may give an 
ascendancy to Abolitionism are I think well founded. Such 
froih the first has been my apprehension & it is for this reason 
that I am anxious to limit ourselves to the mere question itself 
for discussion and action upon it. I would desire very much 
that we could place it upon such ground that some of the 
Southern States would be found with us, or at least a respect- 
able minority in many of them. There is great danger of the 
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feelings of our Northern Men being carried too far, even the 
conservative part of them. They did but just endure the com- 
promise of 1850 which if nature permits, which I think it does 
not, admits slavery into Utah & New Mexico after the South 
had already got twice as much New Territory as they were 
fairly entitled to. 

But we ought all the while to remember that the South, at 
any rate the Whig portion of it, stood up manfully against the 
admission of Texas, and we should remember also that the 
Nebraska Bill did not originate with the South but was ten- 
dered to their acceptance by Northern Men. I cannot excuse 
the rulings of the south for agreeing to accept it. I know they 
would much rather it had not been offered, but they ought to 
have opposed it like Men of faith & honor as Bell*^ of Tennessee 
& Hunt" of Louisiana, not to forgetting Houston" of Texas 
opposed it. 

I think we should frame our opposition so that wise and 
conservative southern men could unite with us in it. If we do 
so we may avoid the mischief on both sides. 

I am very Respectfully Yours 



X. 

SALMON PORTLAND CHASE TO JOHN GREINER." 

Private 6f Confidential 

Washington, May 10, 1854. 
My dear Sir, 

Wade^ has shown me your article of the 3d inst. He has 
written, he tells me, to Galloway" in the same sense, and I 
hope that letter will be published and do much good. 

I send you an article which you can publish or not as you 
see fit. Don*t print it unless you think it will be of some use. 

As I said to you when here, I am entirely ready to unite 
with all my heart in a new political organization embracing the 

"John Bell; Theodore G. Hunt; Sam Houston. 

"He was a frequent contributor to the Ohio State Journal; at a later 
date the editor of the Columbus Gazette; composer and singer of temperance 
and political songs. See Lee's Hist, of Columbus, v. 1, p. 478. 

"Senator B. F. Wade. 

"Samuel Galloway. 
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names of the existing Whig Party & the liberal Democrats, 
which will boldly call itself the Democracy and deny that title 
to any proslavery organization whatsoever. Nothing short of 
that, in my judgment, will ensure triumph. Without that the 
Independent Democrats must of necessity maintain their dis- 
tinct organization, although, doubtless, they will be willing to 
cooperate with all opponents of slavery extension, whatever 
orgam'zation they may think it necessary to uphold. 

There must be either a new Party, "a Democratic Party, 
the Democracy of numbers, the Party of Liberty," or there 
must be cooperation between the existing parties opposed to 
the slavery extension scheme of the administration. 

Talking of this subject the other day Wade said a good 
thing: "Let us have a Democracy" said he, **and try titles for 
the name with the rascals." 

Yours truly, 

S. P. Chase. 
John Greiner, Esq. 
Columbus, O. 

P. S. Please send me the Journal Daily, I will send the 
price in after days. 

[ENCLOSURE] 

"The Position of Parties."" 

Will you, Mr. EDITOR, give me a little space in which to 
express my most hearty concurrence in the opinion announced 
by you in a recent number of your paper, that the Party to 
which occurrences now transpiring must give rise "Will be a 
Democratic Party, the democracy of numbers, the party of 
Liberty, and its name will be legion." 

Nothing can be more ridiculous than to call the Adminis- 
tration Party the Democracy; and nothing is more certain than 
that this name, boldly assumed by that party and hitherto 
unadvisedly conceded to it by its opponents, is the chief source 
of its strength. 

There was a time when real democrats had some objects in 
common with the slaveholders of the slave States. They agreed, 

"Follett has written "Griswold" on margin of this article, as if he were 
the author. 
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for example, though upon very different grounds, in opposition 
to the Alien & Sedition Laws, and to the Bank of the U[nited] 
States. That time has gone. The old democratic organization 
is now departed from its former position to a mere instrument 
for the advancement of the Manholders oligarchy. The great, 
pressing question of this day, which can neither be postponed 
or evaded, is the Slavery question. On that question real 
democrats occupy no common ground with slaveholders. Hence 
the growing weakness of the administration party. Hence the 
open revolt from its ranks of the great body of our German 
fellow citizens, as well as thousands upon thousands of the 
most honest and sincere democrats in the land. 

Now there must be a party, liberal in principle, honest in 
purpose, and democratic in name and fact, in which all, who 
concur in the great act of overthrowing the Slave Power and 
driving slavery out of every hiding place in National Legisla- 
ture or National territory, can unite. 

Nobody can doubt that such a party will carry Ohio. With 
Ohio as a basis of action, it can carry the country. So mote it be. 

A Democrat. 



XL 

JOSEPH MEDILL" TO THE EDITORS OF COLUMBUS 

JOURNAL 

Cleveland May 29, 1854. 

[Office of Daily Morning Leader] 
Ed[itor]s Journal 

After a temporary political separation we find our respective 
papers occupying a common platform and struggling to accom- 
plish a common end. Such being the case we can approach and 
hail each other without formality or reserve. 

The suggestion of a State convention of the people on the 
13, July, has received the endorsement of all the leading presses 

^Joseph Medill was one of the organizers of the Republican party in 
Ohio, 1854. At Cleveland in 1852, he established the "Daily Forest City," 
which was consolidated with the "True Democrat" in 1853, under the name 
of "Daily Forest City Democrat," that name being changed, 1854, to Cleve- 
land Leader. He sold his interest the following year, removed to Chicago, 
where he purchased an interest in the Chicago Tribune. 
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of the state, and will without doubt be unanimously approved 
by the opposition press of all degrees. I will take it for granted 
that a convention will be held. Now as to the modes, the 
time is fixed and the place will unquestionably be Columbus. 
I have a few suggestions to offer which have received the approval 
of a number of prudent sagacious minds in this city. 

1st That the convention should be a delegated body — not a 
mass meeting, because it would insure a fuller and better repre- 
sentation of the proper men from all parts of it, and because it 
could work altogether more systematically and harmoniously. 
A mass meeting might be invited to come along. 

2d That one delegate be chosen for each 500 votes at the 
Presidential election of '52 in each county, by the whole body 
of the votes, and not based on a single party vote — ^assuming 
that the people are all with us until the contrary is shown, 6 or 
700 might be substituted, or one delegate from each township 
or ward but in the latter case many vacancies would be caused. 
It is necessary that in all counties having a Representative to 
the legislature that there should be say 2 Whigs, 2 Dem[ocrat]s, 
a Free soil & a German Delegate or two of the latter. The 500 
basis would make a more imposing display and give all classes 
and elements a representation. 

3d That the delegates be elected by a County convention 
duly called, and held a week or fortm'ght in advance. That 
some uniform day or at least within the period of a week be 
fixed for holding county conventions, and that at least two 
weeks notice be given for the holdings of said county conventions. 

4th If County tickets could be nominated on the plan of 
the state ticket the same day would answer to choose delegates 
& officers; but for fear of accident, isolated party action &c, 
the leading press should advise the people to make no county 
or congressional nominations until after the State Convention 
be held. Our action should be uniform throughout. It is your 
duty to first recommend this course to the Counties. If one 
county nominates a whig county ticket, another a free soil 
county ticket mischief will be sown in our ranks. Therefore 
let this danger be checked in time. I am more afraid of feud 
and fuss in our ranks from the action of single old party citizens 
than all other causes, in the venture, escape this and we are 
safe. We must unite all round, if at all, to be successful. 
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Lastly, As to the authority that shall call the Convention, 
fix the ratio, number of delegates, place of meeting, time for 
county conventions, &c, various methods are suggested, but as 
there exists no competent authority one must be created, or 
some body of men must volunteer to act. I presume that if 
12 or 20 leading men of your place would volunteer to act, 
their, pro tem, authority would be recognized. Let some of 
them be Democrats, Free soilers & Germans as well as Whigs. 
After the Convention meets it can delegate to a Central Com- 
mittee for the future. There are several other matters of im- 
portance which I will omit naming at present. Up here all is 
harmony and union. We shall have no difficulty in carrying 
the five Congressional districts, which are composed in whole 
or part of Reserve counties. The Scott^' & Hale^^ vote com- 
bined made a majority of 16,500 over Pierce.^' We can swell it 
20,000 or upwards next fall. The Germans are generally with 
us, and large numbers of native born, democrats, how many we 
can't tell, but the defection is general. 

Write us your views No time should be unnecessarily lost, 
this is the hour for preparation. 

Yours truly, 

P. S. Mr. Vaughn concurs in the foregoing. 



xn. 

SALMON PORTLAND CHASE TO ORAN FOLLETT. 

(Private) 

Washington, Dec. 24, 1854. 
My dear Sir, 

Will you not join the N[ew] Y[ork] Tribune in urging 
petition for the enactment of the bill which I enclose. 

I am sorry to learn from Mr. Hamlin^^ that the Journal 
Company is out of pocket by the publication of the Columbian^® 
$7.50. 

The result of the campaign was only interesting to me as 
unitizing the voice of Ohio against the Nebraska swindle. I 

"Gen. VVinfield Scott; John P. Hale; Franklin Pierce. 
^•Edward S. Hamlin, editor of the Columbian at Columbus. See Quar, 
X, No. 1, 
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tasked myself very heavily in time, labor and money to bring 
about that result and am at present utteriy unable to con- 
tribute further. Still you ought to lose nothing for doing what 
was not at all useful to your office, but only to the great cause, 
and I am quite willing to be one of ten or even of a smaller 
number to make up all you expended. 

I sincerely hope the spirit of toleration, harmony, and good- 
will which carried us through the last campaign may be con- 
tinued through the next. If so the People's movement will 
have nothing to fear in 18SS. I shall hope to hear from you. 

Yours truly, 

S P Chase. 



XIII. 
SALMON PORTLAND CHASE TO ORAN FOLLETT. 

Washington, Jan. 1st, 1855. 
My dear Sir: 

Yours of the 29th reached me today and I hasten to reply. 
I trust you do not regard me as at all connected with the various 
arrangements made in respect to the Columbian. I have had 
nothing to do with them, farther than to contribute to its 
support, just as I have always contributed to the support of 
any paper which seemed to me to be engaged in the support of 
a good cause. 

You will remember that when we talked of the paper and 
its publication prior to the election, I recognized distinctly 
your claim upon the friends of the people's movement for 
indemnity against the expense you incurred in sustaining it 
until the election, and said at the time I was willing to con- 
tribute to that indemnity to the extent of one hundred dollars. 
I knew nothing then of any arrangement in respect to the list 
or type. Whatever arrangement was made by Messrs. Coulter^* 
and Baker** ought in my judgment to be faithfully fulfilled and 
if you do not get the list and type you ought to have whatever 
they are sold for. 

*'J. B. Coulter of Columbus, Free Soiler; J. H. Baker of Chillicothe, 
Whig, were a committee appointed by the State Anti-Nebraska Convention. 
See Randall df Ryan: Hist, of Ohio, v. 4, p. 140, 
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After the election when Mr. Hamlin was spoken of as willing 
to take the paper and edit it, I again was willing to aid in sus- 
taining it, and expected to contribute a considerable amount 
for I thought it important to the Independent Democratic 
wing of the People's movement to have a representative in the 
press. 

This is a perfectly frank statement of all my connexion with 
the transactions of the Columbian. 

I still am of opinion that the proprietors of the State Journal 
ought to be fully indemnified for their outlay in continuing 
the Columbian. It would be a shame to allow them to lose 
anything. I think all who were concerned in the triumph of 
the people's ticket ought to be willing to contribute. As I said 
in my last I will be cheerfully one of ten to make up the amount, 
or as 1 said in the convention at Columbus, I will go to the 
extent of one hundred dollars. The unexpected burden which 
the continuance of the Columbian casts upon me makes it 
troublesome to do either, but when I reflect upon the course of 
the State Journal and the noble support it gave to the Move- 
ment, I cannot refuse to do whatever circumstances make 
necessary. 

You know, my dear Sir, that I stand upon democratic anti- 
slavery ground. My political principles have been based upon 
conviction, and I cannot lightly wave or modify any of them; 
so deep and thorough is my conviction of the paramount im- 
portance of the anti slavery question, that I would vote to- 
morrow for the Whig, most antipodal to me, if true on the Great 
Issue of Issues rather than for a professed democrat who agreed 
with me on every other point, but opposed me on this. If, 
however, we could have a real democracy, applying demo- 
cratic principles to slavery as well as every other question, I 
should, of course, prefer that organization to every other. 

Let me say one other word. I have never sought to advance 
myself at the sacrifice of my principles, nor shall I do so here- 
after. It those with whom I act are willing to reciprocate the 
feelings which I entertain towards them, there need be no 
division so far as I am concerned. But it is, of course, impos- 
sible that harmony shall exist or cooperation continue where 
one element of the cooperation proscribes another. You see, 
doubtless, that I refer to the alleged purpose of the K. Ns, 
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who voted for S.*® & B. to refuse hereafter their support to all 
who are not in the order. Such a purpose as this, executed, 
would, of course, break up the cooperation. I have not approved 
the censure by some of the antislavery friends upon the K. N. 
organization. If my wishes had been consulted, much that has 
appeared would have been suppressed. The proslavery drift of 
the order cannot now, however, be mistaken. Can that portion 
of it in Ohio be kept out of the drift? My opinion is that it is 
best to wait and see, and not precipitate by censure in advance> 
a course which prudence and conciliation may prevent. 

I am very, very sorry that the K. N. trouble has come upon 
us. But for this the sky of the future would be clear. 

I shall be glad to hear from you and to have your frankly 
stated views. Whether I agree with you or not you may be 
assured that any confidences that you repose in me shall never 
result in any injury to you. 

Yours truly 

S. P. Chase. 

P. S. You or Mr. Thomas, led me to think that Galloway 
would contribute to the indemnity & also Judge Swan if elected. 
How about this? 



XIV. 
JOSEPH MEDILL'i TO ORAN FOLLETT. 

Cleveland, Jan. 27, 18SS 

[Office of the Daily Mornihg Leader] 
O. Follett 
DrSir 

We are disposed to avoid any controversy with any of 
the Republican papers of Ohio concerning No Nothingism. We 
are sorry the Journal has evinced a disposition to make their 
quarrel its own. Situated as you are perhaps it would not be 
expedient to break grounds against them. But we deem it 
our duty to speak the truth as we understand it, boldly and 

*^Horatio Seymour & Green C. Bronson; refers to action of the Know 
Nothing party in the N. Y. State polit. campaign of 1854. See Alexander's 
Polit. Hist, of N. Y. (v. 2, p. 202; Rhodes' Hist, of U. 5., v. 2, ch. 7). 

"See Note 26. 
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openly. The order of K[now] N[othing]s as at present consti- 
tuted I consider unfortunate and their platform a political 
calamity. If the order in Ohio was governed or influenced by 
the order of other states no serious danger to freedom need be 
anticipated. There is sufficient anti slavery sentiment in Ohio 
perhaps to control it. But it has become a National organi- 
zation and the same policy and creed in Virginia extends to 
Ohio. The order looks to the election of a president in 1856, 
and in anticipation of that event the leading men are shaping 
their program to suit it. The creed of the K. N*s comprises a 
single idea — Nationalism. Turn it over as you may and that 
is all there is of it. Nationalism is not Republicanism. An 
order that degrades the Protestant citizen who happened to 
be born in Europe or Canada to the level of the negro is un- 
worthy of a Freeman's support. But that perhaps is not the 
worst. The creed of the order ignores Freedom — there the 
slaveholder has the advantage. A National council will be 
unable to take grounds against the admission of more slave 
states, or the repeal of the Fugitive law or the repeal of the 
Douglas bill. A point of order would rule out any attempt to 
commit the "order" to anti slavery views. No better position 
can be assumed than that occupied by the locofocos in *52. 
The very purpose to run a joint Presidential ticket with the 
slave power is fatal to the position of the Republican party of 
Ohio. We know that the Oligarches will not agree to stand on 
our platform — shall we stoop down to theirs? We can elect 
without their aid if united. If we stick to the Republican plat- 
form laid down at Columbus, Indianapolis, and Saratoga. 

Yours truly 

XV. 
SALMON PORTLAND CHASE TO ORAN FOLLETT. 

Private 

Washington, Feb. 14, 1855 
My dear Sir, 

I thank you for your frank and friendly letter. I shall be 
as frank as yourself in my reply, and, I trust, as friendly. 

As to the Columbian, Mr. Hamlin*^ is not my special organ 

«See Note 28. 
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nor my organ in any sense. He edits the papers, so far as he 
edits it at all, upon his own responsibility and according to his 
own judgment. I do not know that I have ever been consulted 
in respect to a single article which has appeared in it. I re- 
gretted the tone and tenor of his reply to the Sandusky Register 
in reference to the Gubernatorial nomination and of the several 
articles concerning the Know Nothings. 

The People's movement of last fall had no more zealous or 
candid supporter in the State than myself. No one, I suppose, 
contributed more in time, labor and expense to its success. In 
the sickliest season of the year I spent weeks in the Northwestern 
counties, going from place to place addressing the people and 
preparing the great victory in that quarter of the State. In 
what degree my labor contributed to that preparation others 
are the best judge. I am still anxious that this movement 
should go forward, and knowing as I do that the K. N. organi- 
zation contributed materially to the completeness of the tri- 
umph last fall, I have steadily discountenanced any denunci- 
ation of men, who in Ohio secured the election of an unbroken 
anti-Nebraska delegation to Congress, and more recently, in 
Massachusetts, have sent so many true old anti slavery men to 
the House, and Henry Wilson to the Senate, so long as the 
Kns are willing to go along with us in the People's movement, 
I shall not fall out with them by the way. Should they under- 
take to convert the People's movement into an exclusively Kn 
association, which I will not anticipate, and to proscribe all 
friends of that movement who are not in their Councils, which 
I hope they do not think of doing, then new circumstances 
would impose new duties. 

As to the Governorship — I do not seek it. If the people's 
convention in July shall see fit to place me in nomination upon 
a platform which I can honorably and consistently stand upon, 
I shall not decline the canvass unless circumstances change 
beyond my expectations. I will not affect to deny that a nomi- 
nation and election by the people, under existing circumstances, 
would be a gratification to me, while the manifest disadvantages 
which would arise from the loss of professional business & the 
neglect of private affairs, would easily reconcile me to the loss 
of either the nomination or election. That so large a number 
of intelligent friends of the great cause of Human Freedom 
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out of Ohio take so much interest in having my course and 
action endorsed in Ohio gratifies me, I am not ashamed to con- 
fess, very much. It is a great satisfaction to me also, to be 
assured, as I am, that the whole body of Independent Demo- 
crats, or Freesoilers, with very few exceptions, desire my nom- 
ination I say "with very few exceptions" — I know of none, 
but I assume of course that there must be some I am certain 
they must be few, for I have letters from several who would be 
most likely to oppose or dislike it, expressing their wishes for it. 

I should here leave these matters perhaps, but as I value 
your good opinion I will add a few words on two points which 
may have attracted your attention — one recent — the other 
ancient. 

You may have observed in the Sandusky Register and per- 
haps other papers allusions to a political conference at Toledo 
so made as to convey the impression that I was in some way 
connected with it. 

I never knew anything of any such conference until after it 
had been held. It was in fact, I think, an accidental meeting 
of a few friends of the anti Nebraska movement at Toledo, 
who had supported Richard Mott^ at the recent Congressional 
election. The subject of a State Convention was talked over, 
and the general opinion was that one should be held on the 
22nd of Feb. It happened that I arrived in Toledo from 
Illinois the day after the convention had been held and my 
opinion was asked as to the convention. I replied I thought 
the convention should not be held until the summer, and that 
it would be best to hold it the 13th of July, as last year. There 
was also some conversation with me as to the Governorship. 
I expressed very much the same feelings I have now expressed 
to you, but distinctly told Mr. Williams of the Blade that I 
thought it best to leave public opinion to form and develope 
itself on the question spontaneously, without any attempt to 
force it into any particular channel. 

The other matter concerns the old story of the Legislature 
of 1848-9. I have no time to go into any full history of the 
cooperation between the Independent Democrats and the Old 
Liners at that time. There was nothing in my connexion with 
it of which I am ashamed any more than I am ashamed of the 

"Elected to 34th & 35th Cong. 
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cooperation with the Whigs and Liberal Democrats, of last 
year. But I have been accused of special hostility to the whigs. 
This is the point which I wish to draw your attention to and 
for the purpose of expressly denying the fact. So far as the 
Whigs differed from me in political views — so far also as cir- 
cumstances made them, in my judgment for the time, the 
supp)orters for the Slave Power, I was against them. But I 
always endeavored to be fair and liberal, I exerted my influence 
to secure the adoption of the rule of popular choice in the appoint- 
ment to office by the Legislature at that session. That is where 
the plurality of the people of a County or District were whigs 
I wanted to have whigs associate judges and other officers 
appointed by the Legislature. This fact, and others I might 
state, disperse the charge of illiberality. 

But I am near the end of my sheet and have already said 
too much, because, as some one once said, I had not time to 
say less. Very truly & sincerely yours 

S. P. Chase. 

XVL 
SALMON PORTLAND CHASE TO ORAN FOLLETT. 

Washington, Feb, 23, 1855. 
My dear Sir, 

I enclose my remarks on presenting some New York peti- 
tions, with corrected proceedings, which I hope you will find it 
convenient to put into the Journal. Let me thank you for 
your kind words in a recent number. 

We are in the midst of a warm debate" on slavery occa- 
sioned by circumstances, which the Telegraph will have in- 
formed you of, before you receive this. I was obliged to lead 
because nobody else would, but after the ice was broken Wade 
and Fessenden did their duty gloriously. I could hardly speak 
at all for a cold. 

Yours truly 

*^Reference to action in Senate, Feb. 16, 1855, proposing passage of bill 
treating human beings — slaves — ^as property within the meaning of the 
Indian intercourse law. Proposition was to pay two Indians of the Chick- 
asaw nation the value of certain slaves — forcibly seized and carried away 
by some white persons from Texas. See Cong, Globe, XXX, p, 771-2, 
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XVII. 
SALMON PORTLAND CHASE TO ORAN FOLLETT 

Washington, Feb. 27, 1855. 
Dear Sir, 

The enclosed copy of the Globe will show what disposition 
has been made of my Bill to grant to the State the residue of 
the public lands in our State. Mr. Disney l^ has reported a bill 
to strike it all out and insert a provision confirming certain 
selections for canal purposes. This confirmation was right but 
was accomplished by the bill. The bill is killed. When I first 
carried it through the Senate there was about 300,000 acres in all. 
The value which would have been secured to the State was 
from 300 to 400,000, perhaps half a million. When I carried it 
through last session there still remained about 200,000. It is 
all lost to the State and nobody except speculators has gained 
anything. 

Messrs. Disney & Olds** could vote near a million a year to 
the Collins Line but had constitutional scruples — Mr. Disney 
at least — about giving to Ohio the residue of the lands. 

Of course this note is not for publication, but I thought you 
might like to know the facts and make them the subject of some 
comments Yours 

S P. Chase. 
O. Follett, Esq. 

ENCLOSURE. 

Washington Correspondence. 

Canal Lands — Hasty Legislation. 

Washington, Mar 14, [1855 ] 
Among the acts passed at the late session of Congress, was 
one that terminates a controversy that has been pending be- 
tween the General Government and the State of Ohio for nearly 
a quarter of a century. In 1827 and 1828 Congress granted the 
alternate sections of public lands, for a width of five miles on 
each side of our Canals, then done or in progress, to aid the 
State in their construction — doubling the price of the inter- 

«David T. Disney of Ohio, M. C. 1849-55. 
MEdson B. Olds of Ohio, M. C. 1849-55. 
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mediate sections. These lands were selected by different Com- 
missioners entertaining various views of the meaning of the 
grants, the result of which was they took lands where there 
was no claim to them, and in quantity exceeding that admitted 
here, by perhaps 130,000 acres — the whole amount selected 
being about 1,200,000. — After various efforts the title was 
certified to 250 or 300,000 acres; and all the residue witheld 
because the State would not relinquish the excess, and the 
successive Commisioners of the Land Office, would certify 
none till that excess was rejected, the State in the meantime 
selling the lands as opportunity offered. Thus matters stood 
in 1850, when the Legislature authorized the Governor to 
appoint an agent to examine and settle the business in this 
city, which the Governor did. Various rules of construction 
had been established here on these and similar grants, that the 
agent thought erroneous — for instance if the distance be on a 
straight line one hundred miles from Manhattan to Defiance, 
and the canal was in fact 130 miles long, the Commissioners 
adopted the straight line, giving 96,000 acres less than the 
other. We were entitled by the grant to *'a quantity equal to 
five sections" — or 3,200 acres to each mile, but it must be abso- 
lutely, as construed here, all within the five mile lines. Multiply 
the miles therefore by 3,200, and the product was what we 
should have, but it is apparent that on crooked lines, the quan- 
tity could not be found. This question on the first proposition 
was first abandoned by the late Commissioner, after an appeal 
to the Secretary of the Interior. Some 7 or 800,000 acres was 
thus obtained and certified — but these were within the five 
mile limits — but still we lacked 50 or 60,000 acres. This was 
cured by an act of Congress in 1852-3 but a new difficulty 
presented itself, for we had selected 5 to 10,000 acres, above 
even this, and as the State would reject none and in fact had 
probably sold the whole, we could not get title to what it was 
admitted belonged to us. From 1850 to '53, the whole 50 or 
60,000 acres might have been sold by order of the Secretary at 
any time, like other public lands, and the smaller amounts 
since 1853 — and was only suffered to lie, that application might 
be made to Congress. Mr. Senator Chase has been endeavoring 
for years to get a bill through Congress ceding all the unsold 
lands in Ohio to the State, and it was well enough and desirable, 
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there not being over 100,000 acres left; but the precedent would 
be a bad one, for our interests in the lands out of the State is 
vastly greater than in lands in the State. He drew a bill to 
cede, &c. with proper granting words, and got it through the 
Senate. In the House it was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, of which Mr. Disney of Cincinnati was the Chair- 
man, and that committee was unwilling to sanction the prin- 
ciple. On the last day but one of the session, Mr. Disney 
reported the bill of Mr. Chase, with one amendment, and that 
was to strike out the whole bill and insert about two lines con- 
firming all the selections of canal lands ever made by the State, 
and it was agreed to in half a minute or less, and the bill went 
back to the Senate without a word in it or in the title that it 
originally had, but it was still Mr. Chase's Senate bill. No. 50. 
Mr. Chase was somewhat vexed at the change, but finally 
assented, and had the amendment agreed to. — 

Such is one of the curiosities of legislation to the uninitiated. 
This act gives us all the land we could claim under the most 
liberal construction of the grants made to Ohio, and 5 to 10,000 
acres in addition, and about 130,000 acres more than was ever 
admitted by the Land Office prior to 1850. To Mr. Disney's 
tact, talent, industry and popularity in the House, as well as 
to similar properties in Hon. A. P. Edgerton of the Defiance 
District, we are much indebted for the passage of the laws of 
1853 and 1855. 



XVHL 
SALMON PORTLAND CHASE TO ORAN FOLLETT. 

Cincinnati, March 23, 1855. 
My dear Sir, 

Your article in the Journal, in relation to the subject matter 
of the letter of '*A. W. L" escaped me, and my recollection is 
not distinct as [to] the facts connected with the canal selec- 
tions prior to the act of last session. 

It is however perfectly clear as to my own agency in the 
cession of the Public Lands in Ohio to the State. Early in the 
session of 1852 I introduced a bill ceding to the State of Ohio 
all the unsold lands within her limits. The quantity at that 
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time exclusive of the V[irgini]a Milptary] Dis[trict] lands (not 
included in the cession) was about 300,000 acres and I suppose 
was worth from 300 to 500,000 dollars; some very valuable 
reserved land was embraced in the grant. This bill was un- 
favorably reported on in the House by Mr. Cobb of Al* I think 
and was defeated. I do not know that any of our delegation 
took interest enough in it to try to save it. 

In the course of the same session or the next I moved an 
amendment to a Virginia Military Scrip bill requiring from 
Virginia a surrender of her title to the Va. Mil. Dis. lands. 
The amendment prevailed, the bill passed and Virginia made 
the surrender. 

I said my memory was clear; but I find myself obliged to 
modify this statement for I cannot be certain whether I intro- 
duced a second bill for the cession including the Va. Mil. Dis. 
lands at the second session of that Congress or not. My impres- 
sion is I did. 

At all events at the first session of the last Congress I did 
introduce such a bill and it did pass the Senate. Mr. Disney 
was the Chairman of the Com[mittee] of Public Lands and I 
urged him to report favorably upon it. He objected alleging 
that the principle upon which it was based, namely cession of 
residues to said State when reduced below say 500,000 acres 
was a bad one. I replied that I thought the principle a 
good one, and at any rate it was the only way in which Ohio 
could secure any substantial advantage from the Public lands 
of the United States, after having paid to the Gen[eral] 
Gov[ernmen]t and its grantees thirty odd millions of dollars 
for patents. My request and appeal were ineffectual, nothing 
was done. At the close of the session Cobb's'^ Eradication bill 
became a law under which most of the land embraced in my 
bill was sjDeedily taken up by speculators as I am informed at 
12J^ cents an acre. 

At the recent session and towards its close my cession bill 
was reported back from the Pub [lie] Lands Com[mittee] in the 
House with an amendment striking out the whole bill and 
providing for the confirmation of the Canal selections. This 
was at the very close of the session, and as it had become ap- 

"Williamson R. W. Cobb of Ala., M. C. 1847-60; Chairman of Com. on 
Public Lands. 
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parent that the greater good I sought to effect for the State 
could not be accomplished, and those who were better informed 
than I assured me that this bill would be of substantial ad- 
vantage to the State and many worthy citizens, I abandoned, 
not without much regret, my own measure and undertook to 
carry the canal selection bill through the Senate and did so. 

This is the history as far as I understand it, and all the 
history so far as I am concerned. What there may be behind 
with others I do not know, nor do I know that there is any- 
thing. Yours truly, 

S. P. Chase. 
Hon. O. FoUett. 



XIX. 
JOSEPH MEDILL»8 TO ORAN FOLLETT. 

Cleveland, April 18, 1855. 
[Office of the Daily Morning Leader] 
O. Follet Esqr, 

DrSir 

Yours of the 16th reed. I can assure you that at the 
meeting of the K[now] N[othing] Executive State Council it 
was resolved to make State nominations in a manner described 
in the Leader, My information was from a perfectly reliable 
source, and further more the first balloting commence on May 
5th to close on May 12th. The State Council convenes here 
June Sth. I do not see how they can now be prevented unless 
their Executive committee meet and countermand the order. 
Circulars are being actively circulated among the lodges urging 
the claims of various candidates. This I know. The intention 
of the fugle-men to pack the Republican State Convention is a 
matter of fact — ^it is a part of the program. 

The nomination of a K[now] N[othing] ticket on the present 
platform of that order will give the State to the locofocos. So 
long as the K. N*s refuse to admit protestant naturalized in 
the councils and proscribe them the same as catholics they 
will be thrown off to the locofocos, and so long as the order 
ignores the slavery question the anti slavery men will refuse to 

"See Note 26. 
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co-operate with them. For the purpose of remedying these 
defects a new order was instituted last Jan[uary] which enables 
these two classes to work together. It has made rapid tho' 
quiet strides. It will control New York and New England 
hereafter, also, northern Ohio as far south as Knox Co[unty], 
also, Michigan, Northern Indiana, Northern Illpnois] and 
Wisconsin. In all this region the order is strong and rapidly 
substituting the K. N's. It saved this city this spring from the 
fate of Cincinnati. It controls about 30 counties in Ohio at 
present, several thousand naturalized citizens have joined it. 
Its leading men are Know Nothings; the object is to get the 
control of the K. N. order and make it adopt opposition to 
slavery aggressive, and strike out all proscription based on 
mere birth place. It works as a wheel within a wheel. It is the 
best that can be done to keep K. N'ism from doing mischief 
until the fever for secret societies is past. 

You have read the article in the Leader of the 17th. In 
that is suggested the modifications sought to be made in the 
K. N. creed by the Know somethings. If you could consistently 
help to urge these changes it would do much to bring them 
about. A little help and I believe the K. N. State Council will 
amend their platform. It is the readiest and easiest way to 
solve the present dilemma. If you can get the K. N's to back 
out of their mad folly of nominating a State ticket it will be a 
blessed thing. You speak my mind about Cincinnati poli- 
ticians exactly, they are knaves and asses. The idea of having 
such a weak brother as Tho[ma]s Spooner at the head of the 
K. N. order is a horrible political blunder. 

I am going down to your city next week if I can [get] away, 
when we will talk over these matters more fully. In the mean- 
while better do the best we can to avoid the K. N. rock in the 
Republican channel which threatens our course with destruc- 
tion. 

Very truly yours 
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XX. 

SALMON PORTLAND CHASE TO ORAN FOLLETT. 

Cincinnati, May 4, 1855. 
My dear Sir, 

I have never believed the organization of one harmonious 
party out of the various elements which compose the Anti- 
Nebraska People's movement of last fall to be a practicable 
thing under existing circumstances. What the future may 
bring forth I have not attempted to conjecture. 

That there are grounds on which those elements may be 
honorably combined for the next State election seems to me 
clear. To such a cooperation two things are needful: first, a 
common platform — and this is plainly suggested by the actual 
situation — no more slave States; no slave territory; annual 
sessions; single Districts; just and equal taxation; — and, second, 
a fair representation of the different cooperating elements 
upon the same ticket both as a matter of principle and a matter 
of policy. Of principie because to each element should be guar- 
anteed respect for its special views; of policy because an unrep- 
resented element would naturally give but a cold support to a 
ticket on which it had no part. 

This seems to me a very simple commonsense view of the 
matter. It is the view which I have constantly taken in con- 
versation and in correspondence. 

You object to the action of those who are anxious for my 
nomination. You admit that it has been **open", but not 
**free or fair". It has been at least honest and direct. If I 
had had the phrasing of the expressions of their wishes, I should 
have tempered them somewhat to be sure. If I could have for- 
seen the character of the opposition which is made to their 
gratification, I should, if possible, have suppressed their expres- 
sions altogether. 

But why should not the wishes of those friends of the com- 
mon cause be gratified? Why not permit the element of the 
cooperation to select its own representative upon the ticket? 
Is it right to attempt to constrain it to accept a representative, 
who however worthy in other respects, is not the representative 
it wants? 

I have ceased to feel much personal interest in this matter. 
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I am anxious for the triumph of the cause of Human Freedom 
and Progress and shall do what I can to promote it. Only I 
must not be asked to endorse one form of antagonism to it for 
the sake of overcoming another. 

I agree with you that the prospect of cooperation among 
the opponents of the Nebraska wrong is not very cheering. 
Since receiving your note I have been informed of the action of 
a secret meeting here last week in which a ticket was agreed on 
to be sustained and carried in the 13th July Convention through 
the action of the Kn councils or order. The names of the nom- 
inees have been handed to me. Certainly you may well con- 
trast the "open" if not "fair" conduct of the Freesoilers with 
the "secret and exclusive mode of proceeding." The outsiders 
have never attempted to dictate, after this fashion or after any 
fashion, to the insiders who their representatives on the ticket 
should be. 

There is no necessity that the K. N. forces should be "divided 
and conquered." If such an event should occur it will not be 
the part of those who have been and still are ready for fair and 
honorable cooperation. 

For myself I do not fear the future at all. Hitherto I have 
aimed to do right and adhere to principle. Past, present and 
future are a logical series. If the duty of the present be done 
the future is sure. I shall continue to pursue the objects of my 
past life and let events take care of themselves. 

Yours truly, 

S. P. Chase. 

XXI. 
JACOB BRINKERHOFF^^ TO ORAN FOLLETT. 

Mansfield, May 21, 1855. 
O. Follett Esq— 
My Dear Sir, 

Your note & inclosure of the 19th inst. — the latter of 
which is herewith returned — have come to hand. 

"Judge BrinkerhofiF, 1810-1880; Democratic M. C. 1843-47, and was the 
author of the original draft of the celebrated Wilmot proviso; Judge of the 
Supreme Court of Ohio. 
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You ask me to give my views on the present state of things. 
Now, your means of observation and judgment are better than 
mine, and I should rely more on your judgment in reference to 
"matters and things in general" than on my own. 

But the general aspect of affairs strikes me in this light: 
1st The peculiar friends of Mr. C.^ have about made up their 
minds to "rule or ruin". From which premise two questions 
arise — 1st Can they rule? I think not; because their vehement 
hostility to a powerful order thoroughly anti-slavery in Ohio 
will prevent it — especially when acting in conjunction with old 
and invincible Whig prejudices. 

2d If they cannot rule, can they ruin? Again, I think not, 
and for several reasons; among which are these. Should the 
13th of July nominate a man other than Mr. C. he must and 
will of course be a man of decided anti-slavery antecedents. 
He will, in accepting the nomination, make such thorough 
avowals of anti-slavery sentiment and of their predominance in 
his mind over all other public considerations, as to satisfy all 
reasonable minds, including of course, the greater portion of 
the old line free soilers. The malcontents then could at all 
events, carry off but a corporal's guard ; and C. certainly would 
hardly allow himself to stand as their candidate, for that would 
ruin himself irretrievably. 

Again, such is the strength of the order to which I have 
alluded, and such the extent and intensity of the dissatisfac- 
tion of the Taxpayers, that Medill*^ can be handsomely beaten 
even though all the peculiar friends of Mr. C. should vote for 
him as a third candidate. 

On the whole, therefore, I think that Mr. Chase's body- 
guard have it not in their power either to rule or ruin ; and that 
all we have to do is to maintain a position passive and con- 
ciliatory but firm. 

This is the result of my Glance over the field, and I give it 
to you in haste and in the strictest confidence 

The idea of Mr. C. being a candidate for the Presidency, 
and making the Governorship a stepping stone to that, is not 
new to me either. But it does seem to me that as "a child of 
this world" he would have been "wiser" if he had left this 

*"S. P. Chase. 

« William Medill, Gov. of Ohio, 1853-56. 
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stepping stone alone and relied solely on his senatorial repu- 
tation. 

With great respect 

Confidentially yours 



XXII. 

LEWIS D. CAMPBELL^ to EDITORS OF OHIO STATE 

JOURNAL 

(Private) Hamilton Sept. 3, 1855 

Gents — 

I start in the morning to fill appointments made for me. 
Let me say that the course of the Natfional] Era, N[ew] Y[ork] 
Tribune & Alb [any] Evening Journal will beat us. 

The K[now] N[othing]s hereabout who were drilled into 
support of Chase, were assured that attacks on them would 
cease. Still there is a violence in these papers which is out- 
rageous. 

I will go through according to the programme of fusion 
this time; but if our friends will have blood they must have it. 
After the October election we will open new books. If the ques- 
tion is who shall be washed out, the point must be settled. 

I see no reason why editors abroad should not let us settle 
our own matters in our own way 

Yours &c. 



XXIII. 

LEWIS D. CAMPBELL TO EDITORS OF THE OHIO 

STATE JOURNAL. 

HamiltoaOct. 17, 1855 
{Private) 
Gents. — 

Let me thank you for your efficient service (in your line) 
during the late struggle. 

Ohio stands now, where for long years I desired to see her, 
on the platform which, as Whigs, in '44, we erected. ''No inter- 

*»M. C. 1849-58. 
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ference with slavery in the States — No further increase.'* That 
is the stand which we can maintain, come what may 

I am now satisfied that the policy which I pressed and 
carried at Cleveland (June 5) and which we all upheld July 13, 
and through the canvass, was the only safety. 

In the future much depends upon you gentlemen of the 
press. We outsiders, can do something in our way. The cause 
can be made to triumph; but in my judgment we must all 
move on coolly — ^with prudence. 

I am physically quite worn out just now; but I hope to be 
as **good as ever" by the time the battle opens at the ''Buzzards' 
roost" in Washington. From that point you may hear from 
me, if not before. 

In the meantime let us keep Ohio in her true place — in the 
van of States in their contest for the principles of *87. 

Very truly 

Yours &c 



XXIV. 
JOSEPH MEDILL TO ORAN FOLLETT. 

Cleveland, Dec 20 1856 

[Office of the Daily Morning Leader] 
Confidential 
Friend Follett 

The enclosed article*^ will explain itself. In the first place 
it is premature to raise the question of State candidates. 2d 
We must consult and co-operate with the K[now] N[othing]s. 
3d Chase would hardly be the man for that post in any event. 
It will not do to quarrel with his friends if we can help it, nor 
will it answer to gratify them at the peril of success. I think 
you should suggest editorially that it is too soon to bring out 
the names of candidates, and that we had better wait until 
after the adjournment of this Congress before mooting the 
question. It would be well enough to hint that the K[now] 

♦^Reference to article in the Warren, O., Chronicle and Transcript, Dec. 
13, 1856, eulogizing S. P. Chase and endorsing the proposition to make him 
the next Governor "as the State had been disgraced by the election of Mr. 
Pugh as a Nebraska candidate in the place of Mr. Chase in the U. S. Sen. . ,** 
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N[o thing ]s may want a hearing — that it will prove fatal for 
the Republicans to nominate one ticket, and the K[now] 
N[o thing ]s another, which would elect the locofoco ticket. 

We must check the movement of the Chase clique or they 
will get us into a snarl. Could you not induce the Cincinnati 
Gazette to discountenance this movement to forstall public 
will. We have been keeping up an active correspondence with 
a large number of the free soilers to head off this Chase scheme. 

The name of Brinkerhoff has been mentioned for governor 
and is received with some favor. Chase might go down on the 
Reserve tolerably well but off the Reserve not so well. I detest 
these miserable personal ambitions which are continually 
thrust upon us. Aside from this matter politics would be 
pleasant. What I have written is for your private eye only. 

Very truly yours 



■f 
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